'APPENDIX

Table B-1—PERCENT OF ALLOCATION FOR NONRESPONSE, FOR THE STATE, BY SIZE OF PLACE: 1960

[The term “allocation” means that a characteristic was assigned a value during the tabulation because of the absence of an entry on the schedule, or because the entry was poorly marked,
inconsistent with another entry, or was not readable by the mechanical equipment. See text for further explanation. Percent not shown where less than 0.1 or where base is less than 100]

URBAN RURAL
THE URBANIZED AREAS OTHER URBAN
SUBJECT STATE PLACES OF | OTHER
TOTAL CENTRAL URBAN PLACES OF | PLACES OF |  TOTAL 11000 TO RURAL
CITIES FRINGE 101000 21500 TO 21500
OR MORE 101000
TOTAL PERSONStT NUMBERe o o o« » + o s o o o o| 4 662 498 2 910 149} 1 400 812 470 534 634 132 404 671| 1 752 349 197 549 {1 554 800
PERSONS SUBSTITUTED:? )
FOR OMISSIONS DUE TO NONINTERVIEW o+ o s s = & o o Oult Oett 045 043 043 03 Q3 04 0.3
FOR OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE » ¢ o o o Osl Oet Oul 0el 0s1 Cel Qel 0e2 0ul
PERSONS WITH ONE OR MORE ALLOCATIONS: o« ¢ » = o w o 3.0 3.3 3.9 246 2.9 247 2.5 246 2.4
RELATIONSHIP ALLOCATEDs o s o s o o s o ¢ ¢ 2 o » ¢ 0.6 0.6 046 Ot 046 0e6 046 06 046
SEX ALLOCATED o s 4 o ¢ 6 8 o s 2 s ¢ 2 0 5 % 4 o o Qa3 Ol Qe5 03 0.3 03 043 043 0+3
COLOK ALLOCATED o s o o o o ¢ « ¢ o s o ¢ o o 'a a8 Ol Oelf Oed 0ol 0.4 Ovlt 043 043 0.3
BIRTHDATE ALLOCATED o o ¢ o o v « o o o & o & a o » 1.7 19 244 145 Le6 143 1e2 Ls2 lel
DECADE UNKNOWN: o & o o o o o o s ¢ s 8 5 o ¢ o 1ad Ll 148 0.8 lel 0.8 046 0.7 046
DECADE KNOWNe o o ¢ o o s ¢ o o s ¢ s 8 8 ¢ o o 0u6 0e6 046 046 045 0.6 0e5 0.5 0.5
PERSONS 14 YEARS OLD AND OVERI NUMBERs + 4 s o 3 250 8512 O41 859| 985 250 313 297 455 542 287 770| 1 208 992 140 394|31 068 598
MARITAL STATUS ALLOCATEDe o o » o o 5 ¢ 5 & o o o ¢ 0.8 1.0 1e3 0.7 0.8 0.6 0.5 0.7 0.5

L THIS TYPE OF ALLOCATION: WHICH IS NOT INCLUDED IN THE OTHER PERCENTAGES IN THIS TABLE. CONSISTS OF CASES WHERE PERSONS: AND ALL THEIR CHARACTER-
1STICS, WERE SUBSTITUTED FOR AN ESTIMATED NUMBER OF OMITTED PERSONSs OMISSIONS DUE TO NON INTERVIEW CONSISTED OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLDS FOR WHICH THE
ENUMERATOR OBTAINED NO POPULATION DATAs OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE CONSISTED OF FULL SCHEDULE PAGES WHICH WERE NOT PROPERLY RECORDED IN THE
ELECTRONIC PROCESSING SYSTEM. .

Table B-2—PERCENT OF ALLOCATION FOR NONRESPONSE, FOR URBAN PLACES OF 10,000 OR MORE AND COUNTIES:
1960

[The term “allocation” means that a characteristic was assigned a value during the tabulation because of the absence of an entry on the schedule, or because the entry was poorly marked,
inconsistent with another entry, or was not readable by the mechanical equipment. See text for further explanation. Percent not shown where less than 0.1 or where base ig less than 100]

PERSONS SUBSTITUTED® PERSONS WITH ALLOCATIONS PERSONS
PERSONS 14 YEARS

: TOTAL FOR FOR WITH 1 OLD AND

AREA PERSONS OM1SSIONS OMISSIONS OR MORE RELATION= BIRTH OVER

(NUMBER) DUE TO NON- DUE TO ALLO~ SHIP SEX COLOR DATE —

INTERVIEWS | MECHANICAL| CATIONS MARITAL

FAILURE STATUS

URBAN PLACES OF 101000 OR MORE

ANDERSON o o o » o o o ¢ o s ¢ o o o 49 061 0.5 3.8 046 Ot} 043 245 le2
BEDFORDs o o 5 o o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o ¢ o o 13 o024 Outt 3.9 145 0.5 0.6 1e3 046
BEECH GROVEes o o o s » « s o » 5 o o 10 973 Oel 1.0 0e2 0.1 Oult Ot Oel
BLOOMINGTONs « s o o s « o 5 s o 2 @ 31 357 042 2.5 045 02 0.5 1e2 046
COLUMBUS o s « o « o o ¢ o s o 5 2 & 20 778 046 7.8 0.8 045 049 540 2.8
CONNERSVILLE o o « 4 o o e s 17 698 0s2 2.1 045 0e2 0s5 0e9 043
CRAWFORDSVILLE « « o o o o o o o o @ 1 231 0.2 246 045 Outt 0.2 1e5 046
EAST CHICAGO ¢ o o o o ¢ o o v o & 57 669 0.6 549 048 0+6 046 4e0 2.5
ELKHART « ¢ o ¢ o s 5 s s o & » oo 40 274 03 342 046 0.4 0.3 1.9 Lol
ELWOOD & ¢ o ¢ o o o o o0 « s o o & 14 793 0s2 2,0 Ol 0wl 0.8 06 03
EVANSVILLE & ¢ o ¢ o o o o » o o & o » 141 543 0.5 vee 3.0 046 0e3 Qelt 1e7 0s7
FORT WAYNE ¢ ¢ v o o ¢ o o s & 8 2 o « 161 776 ) Qa5 e 4e2 (7Y Qo4 [ 71-] 27 leld
FRANKFORTe o ¢ o o o s o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o0 o 15 302 047 03 345 049 . 04 0.2 2.2 047
GARY o s o o 0 o & o s ¢ ¢ 8 s v ¢ o' 178 320 0+5 S 02 442 046 045 Ooth 2.7 1o
GOSHEN o« o e e P 13 718 0s3 133 3.0 046 Ol 0e2 240 045
HAMMONDs o o o o « 4 o o o o o ¢ o o ¢ 111 698l - 043 2.8 Ol 043 043 1eb 0.8
HIGHLAND o o o o » o o & o s ¢ ¢ o s 16 284 043 0.2 1l 0.2 Oel e 0«8 0.2
“HOBART o o o o ¢ o o o o o o o ¢ a o 18 680 0+2 . 0e2 3.2 044 042 045 1e9 06
HUNTINGTON o o o s « s s 2 o ¢ o « o & 16 185 0v2 01 245| . 047 0.2 0.2 1e3 047
INDIANAPOLIS ¢ o ¢ o o o a o o o 4 o o 476 258 . Qe oy 42 0.6 045 Ot 249 1e7
JEFFERSONVILLE « & o o o 0 o s 5 o & s & 19 522 Ovdt ‘e 3.1 046 Oul4 O Lot 09
KOKOMO o o o o ¢ « & o o s o ¢ o o & ¢ o 47 197 043 ee 2.0 0.6 0.2 03 08 045
LAFAYETTE: o v o o o 5 a.0 o & o o '8 o & ‘42 330 Outt 0.2 2.5 . 046 042 043 1e2 0.8
LAPORTE o s ¢ o o o 5 » o s o « s o s & 21 157 0.3 O+l 3ol . 0.8 045 Oeth 19 047
LAWRENCE « o « ¢ o o o s o o s o 2 o s ¢ 10 103 043 I3} 247 0.2 0ud Oeth 1e7 0.8
LOGANSPORT s o o s o o o 2 8 ¢ o 4 o ¢ & 21 106] Oal 1} 245 0.5 043 0.7 Lol 0ol
MADISONe o o & ¢ e o o s o o s 8 ¢ o s s 10 097 0.2 4.8 0.5 045 043 3.3 145
MARION o o « o o o ¢ & o ¢ o 8 ¢ o o 4 o 37 854 Ooth , 2.2 0.3 04 03 13 09
MICHIGAN CITYe o o o o o o o o o o 5 ¢ & 36 653 0.2 “ve 2.4 Oult 042 0.3 Lot 0.7
MISHAWAKAS « ¢ o » o o 5 2 o s o o 2 o o 33 361 0.3 ) £ 046 0ol Outh 3.7 148
MUNCIE o o o o o & e e e e e 68 603 0.5 e 2.6 0ub Ot Okt 13 07
MUNSTER. o o o o o T T 10 313 0.2 0,2 2.8 07 03 045 1e2 0ol
NEW ALBANY « o o & f e e e s e e e . 37 812 Ot e D2l 05 0.2 Qa3 049 045
NEW CASTLE « ¢ o & I 20 349 043 Osl L3 0e6 0.3 0s6 240 0.8
PERU + o o o o o & C e s e 14 453 0.2 e 1.6 043 *F¥} 042 0e9 Oelt
PORTAGE: o ¢ o o o [ ) 11 822 0e3 S e 145 042 ‘e Ol 048 0.8
RICHMOND o o o o & s e o b 2 e e 8 e 44 149 Ol 0.2 2.8 0.6 0.5 Oelt 1e3 0.8
SEYMOURe & o« o « » ) 11 629 045 s 3.7 0.7 046 043 243 0.7
SHELBYVILLE: o « o I w317 0 0 Ok 0,2 243 045 0.3 046 049 043
SOUTH BEND o o o o N 132 445| Ot 0el T3 0.8 0.6 Ot 2.0 lel
TERRE HAUTEs « o o e s s e e 72 500 045 ees 3.2 046 043 Ot 147 047
VALPARAISO o o o o s e s s v s a s 15 227 - Qe X 1.6 0e3 0,2 0.2 140 045

1 : : D ALL THEIR CHARACTER~
THIS TYPE OF ALLOCATION: WHICH IS NOT INCLUDED IN THE OTHER PERCENTAGES IN THIS TABLE, CONSISTS OF CASES WHERE PERSONS: AN
ISTICSy WERE SUBSTITUTED FOR AN ESTIMATED NUMBER OF OMITTED PERSONSe OMISSIONS DUE TO NON INTERVIEW CONSISTED OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLDS FOR WHICH THE
ENUMERATOR OBTAINED NO POPULATION DATAs OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE CONSISTED OF FULL SCHEDULE PAGES WHICH WERE NOT PROPERLY RECORDED IN THE
ELECTRONIC PROCESSING SYSTEMa ' ' Co
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Indiana

Table B-2—PERCENT OF ALLOCATION FOR NONRESPONSE, FOR URBAN PLACES OF 10,000 OR MORE AND COUNTIES:
1960—Con.

[The term “allocation” means that a characteristic was assigned a value during the tabulation because of the
inconsistent with another entry, or was not readable by the mechanical equipment. See text for further expl

absence of an entry on the schedule, or because the entry was poorly marked,
anation. Percent not shown where less than 0.1 or where base is less than 100]

PERSONS SUBSTITUTED* PERSONS WITH ALLOCATIONS PERSONS

- PERSONS - 14 YEARS

TOTAL FOR FOR WITH L oLD AND

AREA PERSONS OMISSIONS OMISSIONS OR MORE RELATION= BIRTH OVER
{NUMBER) DUE TO NON~ DUE To ALLO~ SHIP SEX COLOR DATE —
INTERVIEWS | MECHANICAL| CATIONS MARITAL
| FAILURE STATUS
URBAN PLACES OF 10,000 OR MORE-~CON«
VINCENNES: o o s o o ¢ ¢ 4 o » o o ¢ ¢ 18 046 0.3 ‘e 148 Ol 042 Osl lel 044
WABASH o + o o ¢ « o v 0 o 6 v ¢ 8 s 0 s 12 621 0.6 ree 149 043 0.3 043 1ol 046
WASHINGTON « o o o o o s o o« o 5 o4 o ¢ o 10 846 04 ) 2.8 0e7 O3 0s2 1.6 045
WEST LAFAYETTE o s o o v s o o o o o » o 12 680 0ol 0.l 349 Oelt De3 0.5 2.2 1.2
COUNTIES

ADAMSs o « ¢ o o o s o o ¢ & & « o o o » 24 643 043 0l 249 0e6 0.2 0.2 240 0e2
ALLENS + o » o ¢ o s » 5 o « 5 ¢ 8 s o« 232 196 045 0el 3.5 045 043 Oulh 2.2 1ad
BARTHOLOMEWs o ¢ « o 5 o ¢ v 8 ¢ o ¢ o o 48 198 0+5 er 5.6 046 0.4 046 3.1 245
BENTON o o s ¢ o « s o o o » 8 s a o o ¢ 11 912 1.0 “er 2.4 045 0.2 043 Let Ol
BLACKFORDe o o o 2 o o o ¢ s o o ¢ ¢ o o 14 792 0.2 ) 2.0 0e5 0.3 Oul 049 Ot}
BOONEs o o s & 2 o o 8 s o o 5 o 8 o ¢ o 27 543 Ol s 249 045 Q.4 045 Lelh 0.9
BROWNS o o ¢ o ¢ s o o ¢ o s o s 8 s o 7 024 13 043 4.8 Lol 0.4 046 240 243
CARROLLs o o o o o o ¢ » o » o s 5 o s @ 16 934 046 ive 149 045 0.2 0.2 0e9 0.3
CASS o s o s o 8 o 2 6 s o s a s o s & o 40 931 041 0sl 1.9 Oolt 0.2 0.5 049 0.3
CLARKs ¢ o s & » o s .o ¢ o s o 5 ¢ s 0 » 62 795 0.4 Y 2.4 0eb Ot 0st 1.0 0.5
CLAY o % o ¢ & o« 6 o o o s o o o a v v 24 207 043 2.6 Oeb Ol 043 1e2 045
CLINTONG o o ¢ o o 6 8 4 & a o a s o v o 30 765 0.t 2.6 07 0.3 0e3 lelt 06
CRAWFORD o ¢ v o o o = s o o o o o o '8 8 379 0.5 14 0e3 043 043 048 042
DAVIESSe o o o & o ¢ o o « ¢ 0 s ¢ ¢ v » 26 636 0t 2.6 0e6 0.3 Oel 1etb Ol
DEARBORN o ¢ o & o s o + ¢ o # ¢ o o o ¢ 28 674 0.3 3.0 0.8 0.4 Oult Leth 0.8
DECATURS & & 5 & o o ¢ 5 o a o o a » % » 20 019 0.3 247 0.7 Ot Ol 1e3 Ol
DE KALBe o o » » ¢ o ¢ s o s s o a s 5 & 28 271 0.2 1.9 0ulh 0.2 0.2 1ed 0.3
DELAWARE o ¢ o o o s o ¢ ¢ 8 o o 0 ¢ o 3 130 938 04 2.8 045 0.3 0l 1.6 0.8
DUBOIS + o & o o o s 5 s s o 5 o 4.0 s 27 463 0.2 1.2 0s3 0.1 0.3 Otk 0.2
ELKHART: o o o o o ¢ o o ¢ = o o s o s 8 106 790 0.3 2.4 Ge5 0.3 043 Lalh] Ce7
FAYETTEs o o ¢ o o s s o 4 s o 5 ¢ 8 5 o 24 454 0.2 e 149 045 0.2 Oeth 0.8 0.3
FLOYD# o ¢ o ¢ o o o & s ¢ o a n s o o o 51 397 045 cen 2.2 046 0.3 0.5 049 045
FOUNTAIN & o o ¢ s o ¢ o s o o ¢ o 8 ¢ ¢ 18 706 044 oo 30l 047 Ol 043 Le7 046
FRANKLIN o o 5 & o o & o s o 5 s o o s ¢ 17 015 Ol e 241 0e6 0.2 045 0.8 Ot
FULTON » o o o o 5 s & o 2 o o o s a o @ 16 957 0.2 04l 147 0a5 0.l Ol 046 043
GIBSON o + s « o o o 5 ¢ 5 o o o ¢ » ¢ & 29 949 043 0.5 3.0 048 0.4 06 1el 0e7
GRANTS o o & o ¢ o o & o o o 2 8 o » s & 75 T41 044 0.2 3.1 Oult 0.4 043 149 0.9
GREENE o s o o o« o ¢ 6 8 o = « o o 0 v 0 26 327 06 Qsl 3.9 0eB 0.5 0.8 149 0.7
HAMILTON o o o ¢ o o 8 o 8 ¢ & ¢ o o o ¢ 40 132 0.3 0l 3.0 046 0.4 045 146 045
HANCOCKs & o & o o « ¢ + ¢ a ¢ o ¢ o o s 26 665 0.2 [ 2.2 0.7 0.2 0.3 049 045
HARRISON o ¢ ¢ ¢ & 4 o s 4 ¢ o o & o » ¢ 19 207 0.3 ves 242 0«8 0.3 Qe3 0s8 044
HENDRICKSe o » s » o & + & = « o & 8 ¢ 40 896 042 m 1.9 043 0.2 043 140 043
HENRYs o o o 2 8 o ¢ ¢ ¢ o 5 o s v a ¢ & 48 899 0.2 0.2 2.4 0.6 0.3 03 1e3 045
HOWARD & o » & 5 o o o s ¢ o o & o o o s 69 509 0e3 e 148 0e5 0.2 03 0.7 0.4
HUNTINGTON o o o o o o # 2 a o « o o o o 33 814 0.2 04l 248 0s6 0.2 0.4 Lle4 0.6
JACKSONs o # # ¢ s o & o ¢ 5 o 5 4 & & 3 30 556 0e5 are U448 1.0 Ce5 0o 246 1e3
JASPER o o o o o 2 s o o s ¢ o & o o ¢ s 18 842 0.2 0.2 1.5 046 Ce2 042 0.5 043
MAYs o e n a s s s e aw e w s e e 22 572 0.2 e 2.0 0.5 043 043 049 0.4
WJEFFERSONs o o o o ¢ o s s 8 s s 0 ¢ s o 24 061 0.3 e 4.0 0.7 044 045 244 0.9
JENNINGS o o o o o o o o a ¢ o ¢ o s 0 0 17 267 046 e 445 0.9 048 043 1a6 1.9
JOHNSONs » ¢ o ¢ o o o o o 5 o s & & s » 43 704 0e2 0.2 246 0.5 043 045 1e4 0.5
KNOX o o & o o o o ¢ o o 0 0 o o 8 5.0 s 41 561 0.2 s 149 0.5 042 043 049 0l
KOSCIUSKOs o o s « s o o o » o ¢ o « ¢ o 40 373 0.2 043 3.7 0.7 03 0+2 245 049
LAGRANGE o o # ¢ o o« ¢ o .0 o o o s o » » 17 380 047 0.2 249 1.1 [3Y] 02 l1el Oelt
LAKE « o o s o ¢ o 2 » o ¢ 8 ¢ o a 0 ¢ 513 269 Oelt Oul 345 0.5 Ol Ol 20l 1.1
LAPORTE o v ¢ 4 o« o ¢ o o o o & o o o & 95 111 043 041 2.8 045 043 0ol 145 047
LAWRENCE o o s s o o o s.0 s » ¢ s o8 ¢ 36 564 0.5 043 2.8 1.0 043 046 0.9 0l
MADISONe o o o ¢ o o s a o s s o o o o » 125 819 0.3 Ol 2.7 Q.5 0.3 0slh 1e5 047
MARION o o s & s ¢ o ¢ & s o 8 ¢ o s o 697 567 0.5 e 3.6 045 0.4 Ot 243 1.4
MARSHALL o« o % s 5 o o s s s o ¢ v ¢ o » 32 443 0.4 ven 1.8 06 0.2 Ould 0.6 0.2
MARTIN o ¢ o * o o o o 5 o ¢ a4 ¢ 5 4 o @ 10 608 0.3 0.l 241 Q5 042 0s2 0.9 0+8
MIAMI® o o o ¢ o o 5 & 5 8 5 a ¢ s 3 ¢ 38 000 0s2 es 146 0.3 Osl 0e2 048 0e5
MONROE o o« ¢ ¢ s & 5 ¢ o o s s ¢ o5 o ¢ 8 59 225 042 0dl 2.0 Celd Qa2 Oulh 049 045
MONTGOMERY « o 2 o s o ¢ o o o s & o ¢ @ 32 089 0e3 02 2.6 0.6 Oe3 0.2 el Ot
MORGAN o o o ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ 0 o a 2 s o ¢ o 33 875 045 Ce2 3.9 0s8 0.5 Oelh 21 049
NEWTON « o o ¢ o o s o s o ¢« ¢ o 4 o s & 11 502 0e3 044 241 0.6 043 045 0.8 0e2
NOBLEs o o ¢ # o o & o o o s 8 4 8 9 o » 28 162 047 03 3.6 1.0 0.2 03 240 06
OHIO o o & o ¢ s s o o s o s o o ¢ v ¢ @ 4 165 0+2 vee 3.0 0.9 Oel 05 145 Ot
ORANGE o o & + o % o o ¢ 4 s 2 8 ¢ s o @ 16 877 043 0.l 4ol 0.8 046 143 Lot 09
OWEN = o o o » o ¢ ¢ 6 o 2 o o 5 2 8 s 11 40O 0.7 ves 2.4 047 Oett 045 1.0 0.4
PARKE® + o5 ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ s o ¢ ¢ 5 a s 14 804 0.5 ver 247 1.0 045 0s2 0.9 0.5
PERRYs o o o « 5 o 2 ¢ o s o « 2 2 4 o » 17 232 O+4 vee 4.9 Q7 (e 0.5 247 15
PIKE o o o o # ¢ o o o 8 a s o o o 2 2 s 12 797 0.2 Ol 3.2 0.8 Ot 042 148 Ot
PORTER « o » o s o o o & o ¢ o ¢ 4 s 0 & 60 279 0.2 es 1.8 O3 0.2 0.2 0.9 045
POSEYs « o o s 8 o o o ¢ 2 0 ¢ o s o v o 19 214 043 0l 1e6 06 0.2 Ol 047 042
PULASKIe ¢ s » « o o4 o 2 s o o 8 4 s 2 s 12 837 0ol 0.l 149 Osl4 0u3 0ol 0.8 Ol
PUTNAM o o ¢ o ¢ a4 4 2 ¢ s 0 8 o 4 s o s 2u 927 046 0.2 3.1 0.5 G2 0.5 1.8 0.5
RANDOLPH 4 o ¢ s « o s o & » e e 28 434 0.5 0.l 247 0.7 0+3 0e2 1.2 08
RIPLEY s o o o 5 ¢ o s o o » PP 20 641 0e2 0.l 2.0 0+5 043 0¢3 05 0.8
RUSH » o o« o o 5 o 4y o o 4 o ¢ ¢ 4 0 o s 20 393 Qs3 e 3.2 046 042 Osl 146 Lol
ST JOSEPHe v s o o 4 s o 0 o 0 2 4 ¢ o s 238 614 0e3 0.l 3.7 7 0 0. 261 Lol
SCOTTe + o o o o o o o v v v o v o o 14 643 Colt es 302 I 03 PO 0.7 049
SHELBY o & o # o s o » o 6 s o ¢ & ¢ ¢ 34 093 0e3 0ol 1.8 045 043 0.4 046 0.2
SPENCERs o + % + 2 o o 8 o 0 o ¢ 4 2 v # 16 074 0e3 0.l 3.1 0.5 0.2 Ol 240 Oult
STARKE « & o « o o o ¢ '3 o o o 4.4 3 » 17 911 0.5 042 248 0.8 Oih 0.5 1.2 046
STEUBENe s + s ¢ o v o o o 4 2 ¢ a o o » 17 184 0e5 ser 2.3 0.8 0.2 0.2 1l 0.5
SULLIVAN o + o ¢ o o o a 4 o o o ¢ ¢ o o 21 721 03 0.3 2.7 0:5 0e2 Ot} 145 Osl
SWITZERLANDe o o o o o o o o o s o o » 7 092 0.8 ses 5,2 1.0 0.5 0.8 103 2.6
1 THIS TYPE OF ALLOCATIONs WHICH 1S NOT INCLUDED IN THE OTHER PERCENTAGES IN THIS TABLE. CONSISTS OF CASES WHERE PERSONS: AND ALL THEIR CHARACTER=

ISTICSy WERE SUBSTITUTED FOR AN ESTIMATED NUMBER OF OMITTED PERSONS.
ENUMERATOR OBTAINED NO POPULATION DATA.

ELECTRONIC PROCESSING SYSTEM,

OMISSIONS DUE TO NON INTERVIEW CONSISTED OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLDS FOR WHICH THE
OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE CONSISTED OF FULL SCHEDULE PAGES WHICH WERE NOT PROPERLY RECORDED IN THE
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Table B-2—PERCENT OF ALLOCATION FOR NONRESPONSE, FOR URBAN PLACES OF 10,000 OR MORE AND COUNTIES:
1960—Con.

[The term “allocation” means that a characteristic was assigned a value during the tabulation because of the absence of an entry on the schedule, or because the entry was poorly marked,
inconsistent with another entry, or was not readable by the mechanical equipment, See text for further explanation. Percent not shown where less than 0.1 or where base is less than 100}

PERSONS SUBSTITUTED® PERSONS WITH ALLOCATIONS PERSONS
PERSONS 14 YEARS
TOTAL FOR FOR WITH 1 OLD AND
AREA PERSONS OMISSIONS OMISSIONS OR MORE RELATION=- BIRTH OVER
(NUMBER) DUE TO NON- DUE TO ALLO- SHIP SEX COLOR DATE —_—
INTERVIEWS | MECHANICAL | CATIONS MARITAL
FAILURE STATUS
COUNT | ES-~CON.
TIPPECANCE o o & o ¢ & s ¢ s ¢ » ¢ s o 89 122 043 041 2.6 0e5 0+3 0sls 143 0.8
TIPTON o 4 o o o s s ¢ o ¢ s 8 o s s & 15 856 0.8 0.2 3.0 049 0e5 045 1ol 0.6
UNIONs o o » ¢ o o o 8 o s o 8 v o ¢ @ 6 457 lel 0.5 244 0.5 0.2 043 1l 1.0
VANDEKBURGHs o o s o o » 4 s 5 o o 3 & 165 794 Ot ves 249 046 043 0.4 145 047
VERMILLION o s ¢ o o o o ¢ o o o o s & 17 683 0.3 2 247 045 043 043 145 046
VIGO o o o o o &« » o o ¢ o o 0 0 ¢ o» 108 458 0.t 2.9 046 043 Ol 16 046
WABASH o o w o o 2 a o s 4 0 5 0 4 2 » 32 605 043 eee 148 Ol 043 043 0.8 045
WARREN « o o o o o« o o s ¢ ¢ » o ¢ u s 8 545 0.2 046 1.0 046 Oel 042 0.2 0sl
WARRICKs & o o o o s o » o « o ¢ o o » 23 577 043 ‘e 3.3 049 0.5 046 143 Ostt
WASHINGTON o o ¢ s o o o o o o o 4 ¢ o 17 819 042 ‘e 1a1 03 0sl 0ol 0.5 043
WAYNE. » o = ¢ o s o o s ¢ o 6 0 5 s o o 74 039 0.2 0.l 245 046 Oett Oslk 1el 0.7
WELLSs v o o s o a ¢ ¢ o ¢ o 5 ¢ o s ¢ o 21 220 0.3 Oel 2.7 0e7 0.4 el 142 Outt
WHITE: o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o 0 o 4 6 o s 19 709 0.3 042 2.0 Ot} 0.3 0l 140 Oalh
WHITLEYs o o o o o o o o o o o o o o » 20 954 0.5 ‘e 3.7 048 0.3 0.3 242 0.8

1 THIS TYPE OF ALLOCATION: WHICH IS NOT INCLUDED IN THE OTHER PERCENTAGES IN THIS TABLE+ CONSISTS OF CASES WHERE PERSONS: AND ALL THEIR CHARACTER=-
ISTICSy WERE SUBSTITUTED FOR AN ESTIMATED NUMBER OF OMITTED PERSONSe OMISSIONS DUE TO NON INTERVIEW CONSISTED OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLDS FOR WHICH THE
ENUMERATOR OBTAINED NO POPULATION DATAs OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE CONSISTED OF FULL SCHEDULE PAGES WHICH WERE NOT PROPERLY RECORDED IN THE
ELECTRONIC PROCESSING SYSTEM»
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